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conducted on is6,

Measute Accomplished?

Investigator Interv
19, 20 and 21

jews of LT

Reason for Deviation

58 .Review riot & Yes

crowd control
procedures,
asylum-seeker
procedures, &
bomb threat
procedures

59 .Monitor local Yes

communications

(e.g.,ship-to-

ship, TV, radio,

& police scan-

ners)

.60.Implement add- Waived

itional secur-
ity measures
for high-risk
personnel

61.Inform local Yes
authorities
of actions
being taken
'as threatcon
jincreases

62 .Review indiv- Yes

idual actions

in Threatcon

Charlie for

possible imple-

mentation

Communications Department was
manned

N/A because there were no
distinguished visitors scheduled
to visit, or other high-risk
personnel

The ship informed local authorities
of situation updates after the
explosion

additional comments regarding the COLE’s FP_Program

prior to the COLE’S deployment in Augus

attended a
of the Navy
bri
Base.
representative.
Fleet AOR was covered as well.
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t 2000, LT q and
brief on the COMFIFTHFLT AOR conducted by LT

Anti-Terrorism Alert
ef was held onboard the USS GEORGE WASHINGTON in Norfolk Naval
Every ship in the GEORGE WASHINGTON Battle Group sent a

In addition to the Fifth Fleet AOR,

Center (NAVATAC) . The

the Sixth

LT said the brief is




netwgrks.

Results of Investigator Interviews of LT
conducted on 16, 19, 20 and 21 October 2000

available on the NAVATAC website and that he used the brief as
the basis for shipboard training he conducted at a later date.

The COLE had an .active FP training program. Nearly the entire
crew had received Level I Force Protection/Anti-Terrorism
training at the time of deployment. Level I training was again
conducted on 11 October to ensure that all hands had received the
training. ENS Sierra conducted the training. During the
deployment periodic briefings were conducted on the mess decks
under the collective title of “Med-Arabian University,” which
reflected the two areas in which the ship would be operating.

The target audience for these briefings was officers, chief petty
officers and Bridge/CIC watchstanders who were not on watch.
Additionally, the COLE conducted daily operations-intelligence

briefings, usually around 0730.

LT confirmed that per the ship’s instruction, the
Threatcon Implementation Plan is supposed to be submitted to the
CO ten days prior to each port visit.

Ship’s weapons systems and weapons posture. During the ship’s
transit to Aden, the ship’s weapons systems were in the following

weapons postures:

e SM-2 Weapons Posture 1
e Harpoon Weapons Posture 2
e TLAM Weapons Posture 2
e CIWS Weapons Posture 1
e VLA ' Weapons Posture 3
s SVTT Weapons Posture 2

while inport the Weapons Postures would necessarily have to
change, as the SPY-1 Radar would normally be secured approxi-
mately five nautical miles from land in order to prevent the
radar from disrupting and/or damag}ggﬁ;gggl_ggmmpnicagéons

— . )
The COLE has two mounts for its Close-In Weapons System (CIWS) ,
Mount 21 .and 22. Mount 22, the aft mount, was the only one
operational, as Mount 21 was CASREPed. Mount 22 has a relative
firing radius of 040 degrees relative to 290 degrees relative.
CIWS is designed to destroy incoming missiles flying at low

altitude. Encl (50)
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